gents in Chersonesos and its nearest neighbourhood. A comparison of all types of stamps on roofing tiles from different places of stationing of the Romans in Crimea is a basis for a further extension and perfection of this chronology (SARNoWSKI 2005) . Thanks to this, we are now much more certain that soldiers coming from the 5 th Macedonian Legion reached Chersonesos in the period of Trajan's rule, the 1 st Italic co-created contingents sent to the Black Sea region in the times of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius, and sub-units of the 11 th Claudian Legion dominated in south-western Crimea in the times of the Severans. These observations can be used while proposing a more precise dating of tombstones of Roman soldiers, mainly known from the municipal necropolis of Chersonesos.
This research on the chronology, however, is unable to dissolve other doubts. Where were Roman soldiers serving in Chersonesos buried? Was there a custom to bury them in a separate part of the necropolis? Were military burials accompanied by those of Roman civilians, or were both groups buried separately?
Tombstones are unable to provide too much information with regard to that, as the lion's share of them was found in secondary usage, i.e., as building material in later phases of the town walls.
With regard to the aforementioned difficulties, some light on a possible burial place of Roman soldiers and civilians in Chersonesos can be shed by a laborious analysis of published descriptions of grave inventories and by an attempt at mapping selected categories of finds from these inventories on the plan of the necropolis.
It is worth mentioning that some thousands of graves have been discovered since the beginning of research on the necropolis of Chersonesos. It is not possible to give 1 Undertaking of excavations by K.K. Koscûško-valûžinič in 1888 is to be considered as the beginning of systematic archaeological research in the area of the ancient town. Numbers of graves which are offered in the text and in the attached maps are in accordance with the numbering given by subsequent researchers carrying out excavations in the necropolis of Chersonesos since 1890. In 1891-1908, a continuous numbering from No. 1 to No. 2824 was used. It was introduced by K.K. Koscûško-valûžinič. In 1890 and since 1909 a numbering starting with 1 was used for each excavation season. It was therefore necessary to supplement it with an addition of the year of excavations (e.g., 1/1890 = Grave No. 1 discovered in 1890). The exceptions are four tombs discovered in 1937. They have been marked in the text as sl-s4/1937. "S" is an abbreviation of the Russian word склеп (multiple burial tomb). other graves discovered in 1937, in publication have numbers begining from the number 1. A precise list of numberings in different years of examinations is presented in a precise number. Based on published data, it can be said that at least 3500 graves have been examined. It must be remembered that this number concerns only separate graves of different types -from pit graves to very diversified chamber graves. A quite different matter is what percentage of these graves contained more than one burial, and -in case there were several burials -how many of them. Reports on research on the necropolis, being very concise, usually do not allow to dissolve such doubts. An additional problem is posed by the fact that most graves had been frequently destroyed during subsequent burial ceremonies or had been robbed before they were discovered by archaeologists.
It is also worth stressing that published reports do not contain mentions on carrying out anthropological analyses of remains from the necropolis. The only comments which frequently occur in case bones were found concern recording of non-standard phenomena, such as, e.g., the presence of intentionally deformed human crania and entire or partial horse burials in a grave or in the cemetery dump.
Concerning the research from the 19 th and the 20 th c., there are no sex assessments or precise age estimations of interred persons. Sometimes it is stated that a given grave belonged to a woman or a child. In such cases, however, it is not said that such an assessment was made based on anthropological analysis. By means of checking data on elements of grave furnishings that were found, one can assume that previous researchers made their assumptions based on found artefacts, especially jewellery, balsamaria and other finds, which in the researchers' opinion could be related to a specific sex.
It can be therefore clearly seen that the majority of graves cannot give us answers to many questions which are obvious for the present-day researcher. dating is a separate issue. how many graves (and on what grounds) may be dated into the Roman Period, which is significant for the undertaken analysis? Many artefacts which are found were not prone to sufficiently quick changes of their forms and ornaments, while others can stay in circulation for long (this particularly concerns coins). The dating proposed by discoverers and authors of excavation reports was accepted, as there was no way to verify it. After the analysis of some thousands of grave descriptions, it can be said that the general dating based on grave inventories (e.g., to the Roman Period), usually does not raise doubts.
The municipal necropolislocation and extent
From the beginning of the existence of Chersonesos, its necropolis neighboured compact municipal buildings. Fortifications were the borderline between the world of the living and the dead.
In the course of time, the necropolis from the Roman Period occupied a more and more extensive area outside the city walls, which were delineated yet in the hellenistic Period. The situation was not changed by the fact that another external defensive wall was erected at the turn of the new era. A considerable part of the outer ward was adapted for funeral needs. According to zubar' , the domination of graves from the 1 st -2 nd c. Ad near the fortifications and the prevalence of later and later graves farther off the town walls testifies to the gradual spatial development of the necropolis (zUBAR' 1982: 10) . A similar phenomenon was observed by vejmarn in the case of graves situated on the slopes of a neighbouring prominence, called "virgin Mountain." At the foot of the mountain there were graves dated to the 1 st c. Ad, and the higher toward the mountain's top, later graves were more and more numerous (vEJMARN 1977: 8) .
zubar' considered burials on the eastern coast of the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay) and on the socalled Rudolf Mountain (situated to the south of the town) to be concentrations of Roman Period burials which were situated furthest from the town walls. Based on available literature, two essential pieces of information concerning the necropolis of Chersonesos can be found: the fragmented nature of the recognised area of the necropolis and the uncertainty with regard to its actual extent.
Burials are not distributed evenly in the area of the necropolis. The largest concentrations of the Roman Period graves which were recognised by excavations are situated in: the outer ward, between Curtains 5, 6, 14 and 15 and in front of Turret v; in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13; in the foreground of Curtain 20 and farther off along the western coast of the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay); on the northern and eastern slopes of "virgin Mountain"; in the vicinity of the cross-shaped suburban church; on the slopes of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine), in the foreground of the western section of the city walls (Fig. 1) .
Grave inventories
A considerable part of grave inventories accompanying burials of the Roman Period was discussed in the monograph by zubar ' (1982) . This researcher pays considerable attention to glass and clay vessels, lamps, as well as beads and bracelets. he also identifies cult (tubular amulets, astragals, small bells) and ritual items (golden overlays on the mouth and eyes of the dead). The existence of other categories of furnishings (fibulae, buckles and coins) is merely mentioned. A later publication by the same author is mainly devoted to finds of intentionally deformed crania, horse burials, as well as necklaces and bracelets (zUBAR ' 1987) .
In recent years there appeared publications focusing on a group of small finds from graves and the cemetery dump (KoSTRoMIčëv 2005; 2011) . The mentioned works analyse elements of Roman military gear (i.a. buckles and belt fittings). This category of grave goods was examined based on preserved finds. The problem is, however, that for the vast majority of discussed finds (mainly from the research of K.K. Koscûško-valûžinič) there are no data on their find places. The present paper is to a great degree based on published grave descriptions by that researcher. The advantage of these descriptions are attached plans, which indicate a precise find place of each discovery.
In these circumstances the present analysis is first of all to discuss more closely and broadly these issues which were dealt with in a marginal manner in hitherto publications. It is meant to supplement them. Therefore, only a few categories of finds were selected. These are finds which rarely occur in Roman Period graves and thus have usually been treated marginally in hitherto analyses. This concerns finds being definitely atypical in local funeral inventories, which may hypothetically be related to burials of Roman soldiers or armed barbarians in the Roman service. Find spots of such atypical artefacts were plotted on the plan of the necropolis (Fig. 1) . By means of this, one attempts at identifying whether such finds make up any concentrations or are distributed in a more or less even manner. In each category it was stated whether a given find came from a single grave or a grave with multiple burials (it is sometimes indirect information -an assumption that a chamber grave contained more than one burial), or was not related to a given grave (i.e., it came from the earthwork of the necropolis).
ThE RoMAN ARMy IN TAURIC ChERSoNESoS. CITy ANd BURIAL AREAS 61 Fig. 1 . Chersonesos Taurica. General plan (this and all following figures -elaborated by R. Karasiewicz-Szczypiorski, drawing P. zakrzewski). Curtains of town wall are marked with Arabic numerals and turrets are marked with Roman numerals. 1 -Pesočnaâ Buhta (Sandy Bay); 2 -Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine); 3 -Karantinnaâ Balka (quarantine Ravine); 4 -Citadel; 5 -Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay); 6 -Cross-shaped church outside the city walls. Shaded areas (south and east from the town) -investigated part of the cemetery. Ryc. 1. Chersonez Taurydzki. Plan ogólny. Cyframi arabskimi oznaczono kurtyny murów miejskich, cyframi rzymskimi -baszty. 1 -Pesočnaâ Buhta (zatoka Piaskowa); 2 -Pesočnaâ Balka ( Jar Piaskowy); 3 -Karantinnaâ Balka ( Jar Kwarantann); 4. Cytadela miejska; 5. Karantinnaâ Buhta (zatoka Kwarantann); 6 -Kościół podmiejski na planie krzyża greckiego. obszar zacieniowany (na południe i wschód od miasta) -przebadana część cmentarzyska. Рис. 1. Херсонес Таврический. общий план. арабскими цифрами обозначены куртины городских стен, а римскими цифрами -башни. 1 -Песочная бухта; 2 -Песочная балка; 3 -карантинная балка; 4 -Городская цитадель; 5 -карантинная бухта; 6 -Загород-ный крестовокупольный храм; На юг и восток от города затенена исследованная часть некрополя. 
Tombstones
So far, we do not have a separate monographic study on Roman Period tombstones from Chersonesos. In publications of results of field investigations this category of finds has rarely received more attention. It is only in exceptional cases that a description is accompanied with an illustration (KoSCûšKo-vALûžINIč 1894: 103, fig. 60; 1902: 104, fig. 52; 1905: 92, fig. 44; 1906: 93, fig. 42; 1907: 116, fig. 16; REPNIKov 1927: 164, fig. 21, 186, figs. 5-57; zUBAR' , šEvčENKo, LIPAvSKIJ 1990: fig. 12:1) . In the monograph of the necropolis the issue of tombstones was omitted (zUBAR' 1982) . however, a considerable part of them was published in corpora of inscriptions; this, for obvious reasons, concerns tombstones with inscriptions only, and quite often sole inscriptions were published (IoSPE I 2 ; SoLoMoNIK 1964; 1973; 1983a) . The most complete catalogue of tombstones was published in a monograph concerning the sculpture from Chersonesos (IvANovA 1976) . This work obviously puts most stress on the sculptural decoration of finds, among which tombstones and sarcophagi are merely two out of several categories. (Fig. 2) Finds of tombstones with Latin inscriptions occur in two distant concentrations usually in secondary usage. The smaller group is distributed just beyond the south--western defences of the town. The larger concentration encompasses the area on the south-eastern side of Chersonesos. Finds of this group come not only from outside the fortifications, but also from the area of the citadel, the so-called "harbour quarter" and from the outer ward in front of Curtains 16-19. Apart from that, individual finds were discovered in the vicinity of the cross-shaped suburban church and between this building and the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay).
Tombstones with Latin inscriptions
The concentration close to the citadel should perhaps be augmented with part of unidentified fragments of Latin inscriptions, which due to their find places may constitute remains of other tombstones with Latin inscriptions.
The finds from the territory of the necropolis, i.e., from the foreground of Turret vIII, Curtains 10-12, as well as Turret XvII and Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) , seem to be closest to the place where they were originally erected. Tombstones from the area of the citadel, the "harbour quarter" and the nearby part of the outer ward were possibly also erected in this part of the cemetery. This is even more probable, as there are no Roman Period burials in the foreground of Curtains 16-19. on the other hand, only two graves (1013 and 1014) were found in the outer wards, near the gate in Curtain 16. The location of most mentioned finds near the line of the fortifications may testify to the fact that they were previously used for repairs of the walls. This assumption is confirmed by a discovery of a tombstone of freedmen in the wall of Curtain 20 (IoSPE I² 562) . one should assume that fragments of inscriptions which were discovered near Curtains 25-26 were deposited there for similar reasons. A considerable part of Latin tombstones comes from the graves of soldiers. Within both mentioned concentrations of finds of Latin inscriptions, the spatial range of such tombstones is smaller than the range of occurrence of other tombstones and fragments with unidentified inscriptions. To the south of the town, the tombstones of soldiers are grouped in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-11 ( Fig. 1) , while in the south-eastern part of the town they are distributed in the foreground of Curtain 20 and in the area of the citadel and the outer ward.
The distribution of finds of the tombstones of Roman soldiers in the territory of the necropolis does not display any regularities with regard to the pertinence of the interred to different military units. In both mentioned concentrations of finds there are tombstones of legionaries, as well as soldiers of auxiliary units and seamen of the fleet. As a rule, they are accompanied by tombstones of civilians, including members of families and servants.
Among finds which reach far beyond the discussed range, one is to mention two military tombstones -one of them was discovered near the "Uvarovskaâ" Basilica and the other was found in the cross-shaped suburban church. Both found their way to these locations in all probability during the construction or repair of the churches, i.e., in the Middle Ages. Two other finds of Latin tombstones, known from the areas of the necropolis which are at a considerable distance from the citadel, do not belong to the group of military tombstones.
To sum up all these data, one is to propose that almost all tombstones with Latin inscriptions, including military ones, were probably erected in two sectors of the municipal necropolis, namely in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-11 and Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) . (Fig. 3) Analogously to tombstones with Latin inscriptions, also in this group the finds discovered in a context suggesting their secondary use are dominant. Their majority was discovered in the direct vicinity of the fortifications of the citadel or in the structure of the defensive wall (IoSPE I² 516a, 530, 532; SoLoMoNIK 1978: no. 8) . Tombstones with Greek inscriptions can also be frequently found in the territory of the town.
Tombstones with Greek inscriptions
RAdoSłAW KARASIEWICz-SzCzyPIoRSKI Among these found in the necropolis, there are two concentrations, as in the previous group: near the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay) close to the citadel and in the foreground of the south-western part of the fortifications. The ranges of these concentrations, however, slightly differ from analogous concentrations of Latin inscribed tombstones. Near the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay) the latter seem to be grouped much closer to the walls of the citadel. Farther off towards the cross-shaped suburban church, they demonstrate a more or less even dispersion. In the foreground of the south-western section of the fortifications, the range of tombstones with Greek inscriptions seems to be shifted towards Turret XII and the neighbouring gate in Curtain 14. In contrast to that, the range of tombstones with Latin inscriptions extends farther off towards Turret vIII.
The presence of tombstones with Greek inscriptions to the west of the town as well, on the slopes of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine), strengthens the impression that in the scale of the entire necropolis these tombstones are distributed in a more even way than tombstones with Latin inscriptions. 
Sarcophagi and ossuaries (Fig. 4)
Finds of sarcophagi have been mentioned since the systematic examinations of Chersonesos began. These finds could exclusively fulfil the function of a coffin and could be located in a closed grave chamber, as in the case of a stone sarcophagus from Grave 1013. Some of them, however, combined the functions of a coffin, a tomb and a tombstone and as such were erected on the surface of the ground in the territory of the necropolis. other finds of sarcophagi from the territory of the necropolis perhaps belong to the latter category. Two of them (referred to as Graves 321 and 435 in research reports) were found in the direct vicinity of the southern part of defensive walls. In the same part of the necropolis one more sarcophagus was discovered (Grave 326). Concerning the remaining two sarcophagi (Graves 1456 and 2079), one was situated near the cross-shaped suburban church and was secondarily used for burial needs in the Middle Ages, while the other was discovered in the foreground of Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) .
In the case of the sarcophagus -Grave 1456 there is no data on the original burial and the location in the Roman Period. No traces of a body and furnishings were found in the sarcophagus -Grave 453, either. It was the only one with a preserved plate. In the remaining sarcophagi burials and accompanying items were found. In the sarcophagus -Grave 326 remains of a child, terracotta figurines and gold applications were discovered, while in the sarcophagus -Grave 2079 two persons were buried. Items which were discovered with them included i.a. two metal spangles with impressions of Roman coins and a silver ring with a gem. Although no remains of a burial were found in the sarcophagus -Grave 321, grave furnishings were discovered, i.e., a clay lamp, a glass flask and a bronze buckle.
With regard to the five sarcophagi which were discussed above and were found in the territory of the necropolis, we have no detailed data concerning the material they were made of. These sarcophagi are referred to as made of stone, which rather implies limestone than marble. Excavation reports contain no mentions on the ornamentation of their surface.
Concise descriptions leave some doubt whether these finds were correctly identified as sarcophagi-graves. In case they were unornamented limestone chests, they did not need to be originally exhibited on the surface of the necropolis.
In relevant literature there are no mentions of other cases of discoveries of sarcophagi which were preserved completely. There is, however, a series of marble fragments with sculptural ornamentation. The nature of this ornamentation makes it possible that these fragments come from sarcophagi. Concerning these finds, it can be assumed with a greater degree of probability that we have to do with fragments of sarcophagi which were intended as free-standing ones and were a kind of tombs.
Regrettably, it is not possible to give a precise number of such objects in the necropolis of Chersonesos in the Roman Period or much less their distribution. So far, only one fragment of a relief-ornamented lateral wall of a sarcophagus has been found in the area of the necropolis (IvANovA 1976: cat. no. 468) . It was situated in the lining of Grave 2660, which was discovered in 1908 in the foreground of Curtain 20 (REPNIKov 1927: 164, fig. 21 ). The remaining larger fragments of plates with preserved sculptural ornamentation were discovered outside the necropolis. They were situated in a church exposed by G.d. Belov, which is known as the "1935 Basilica." having been turned with their reliefs down, they fulfilled the role of paving tiles in the main nave of the temple (BELov 1938: 38-72) .
It is worth underlining that in the catalogue of ancient sculpture of Chersonesos, apart from 85 marble fragments considered as coming from sarcophagi, there is a numerous group of small pieces, which may also come from sculptured sarcophagi chests.
In the necropolis of Chersonesos, cremated human remains were put into the graves in urns. The urns were most often pottery vessels, either made especially for this purpose or used in daily life -the latter were first of all pitchers. of exceptional character are urns made of lead, as well as ossuaries of limestone (Grave 23) and of marble (Graves 1649 and 2399). The reports inform us about one more ossuary discovered within the borders of the necropolis, but outside recorded graves. ossuaries in graves were found in the municipal cemetery within the borders of the same concentrations as it is the case with the aforementioned sarcophagi.
Graves with finds of identified coins (Figs. 5-11)
According to the ancient custom of placing coins in the mouths of the deceased, coins from Chersonesos graves with inhumation burials were most often found (45 recorded cases) near the heads (cf. zUBAR' 1982: 106-108) .
From among the large collection of numismatic finds from the territory of the necropolis, the major part cannot be included into the present analysis. The reason for it is the fact that there is no way to identify them basing on published descriptions only. Terms used by authors of the reports hardly make it possible to precisely and credibly identify these finds. Sometimes we only learn in what town a given coin was minted; in other cases, we are informed that it is a Roman coin, but without a way to indentify the ruler who is depicted on it, or even from what century it comes. A considerable group of mainly Chersonesos coins from the Roman Period was described with the use of plates published in the catalogue by P.o. Buračkov (1884) only. A correct identification of individual entries in this catalogue with types identified by v.A. Anohin in his monograph of Chersonesos mintage is highly problematic (ANohIN 1977) . For this reason almost all coins belonging to this group were considered as having no precise identification. Coins with an identified person of the issuer or with a known date of issue (exact to a decade) were considered as relatively safely identified. This group first of all included coins of Roman and Byzantine emperors and Bosporan rulers, as well as individual specimens of issues of Chersonesos. According to the principles which were adapted for the needs of the present analysis, this limited assemblage was divided into finds from graves with single burials, with multiple burials and non-grave finds (stray finds). In the first case, it was only the latest coins that were taken into consideration, as it was assumed that other coins do not provide dating for burials and most probably for graves themselves, either. In the other case, all finds were included, as it was assumed that as an assemblage they provided us with some idea about the chronological framework within which a given tomb was used. Furthermore, in individual cases they can possibly suggest a date for a given burial. The third group is considered only as auxiliary one when dealing with the two previous ones.
Within a division into chronological periods, the distribution of graves with numismatic finds is the following:
The Julio-Claudian and the Flavian Period (Fig. 5) From this period there are few graves with finds of identified coins. Chersonesos coins from graves with single and multiple burials are grouped to the west of the town on the slopes of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine). on the other hand, Bosporan coins occur only to the east and the south of the town, including the foreground of Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) . In the case of Imperial issues, we have to do with their dispersion in different parts of the necropolis. only if one takes stray finds into consideration, one can speak of one concentration (perhaps a significant one), namely in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20. only one coin comes from the Julio-Claudian Period, i.e., a contextless coin of Nero. In the cemetery dump, near Curtain 20, one of coins of vespasian was found. Concerning the next two coins of this ruler, one comes from a multiple burial grave (2143), while the other (very worn out) from a single burial grave. Among three coins of Titus, only one (from the single burial Grave 12/1937) can be taken into consideration as a time-marker. The next one was found in the multiple burial Tomb 1013 in the outer ward in front of Curtain 16. The grave is dated to the 1 st -3 rd c. Ad. The last coin of Titus comes from the cemetery dump near the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay). All three coins of Titus were found within ca. 100 m from the citadel. The distribution of coins of vespasian is completely different. In their case one can rather speak of an even distribution in different parts of the necropolis. The area to the west of the town is exceptional, as there are no finds of Roman coins from the period in question there. Рис. 5. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Находки римских монет юлианско-клавдийского и флавийского периодов (• в одиночных захоронениях; ▲ в коллективных захоронениях; ▼ в могильной насыпи).
The Antonine Period (Fig. 6) Finds of issues of Traian and hadrian are distributed relatively evenly within the entire necropolis. however, there are no coins of Traian among issues which provide dates for single burial graves. on the other hand, they are found in multiple burial graves, including Grave 217/1910, where a coin of hadrian was also found. Later issues are in general terms exclusively coins of Antoninus Pius, Marcus Aurelius, Faustina the Elder and Faustina the younger. The only exception is a coin of Commodus in the multiple burial Grave 106/1910 near the citadel. Coins of Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius definitely dominate. It seems of interest that graves with finds of coins of Antoninus Pius make up a close group in the direct vicinity of the citadel, i.e., in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20. We find them as time-markers both in single burial graves, in multiple burial graves and outside graves. The only exception is a coin in the multiple burial Grave 610 in the outer ward in front of Turret v. Coins of Marcus Aurelius are distributed in a different way. We find them solely in single burial graves and almost exclusively in the foreground of the walls in the section between Curtain 10 and Curtain 23. Ryc. 6. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. znaleziska monet rzymskich z okresu Antoninów (• w grobach jednopochówkowych kobiet lub dzieci; ○ w grobach jednopochówkowych mężczyzn oraz w grobach bez wyposażenia; ▲ w grobach wielopochowkowych; ▼ w nasypie cmentarzyska).
Рис. 6. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Находки римских монет времени антонинов (• в одиночных захороне-ниях женщин или детей; ○ в одиночных захорониях мужчин, а также погребениях без сопроводительного инвентаря; ▲ в коллек-тивных захоронениях; ▼ в могильной насыпи).
coins of the period in question are present only in three single burial graves. Two of these graves (190 and 268) are located in the foreground of Curtains 10-11, at some distance from the concentration of coins of Marcus Aurelius. one Bosporan coin was found in a grave situated quite far from the town between "virgin Mountain" and the suburban cross-shaped church.
As regards the sex of the dead, it can be assumed only based on furnishings in single burial graves. Burials of women and children from the Antonine Period can be found much more often in the northern part of the necropolis. Graves of men and burials with no furnishing dominate near the citadel.
The Severan Period (Fig. 7) only two coins of Septimius Severus were found in the necropolis: in the single burial Grave 362 and in the multiple burial Grave 2159. Furthermore, four specimens of the issues of Geta were found. Roman coins of the Severan Period are first of all issues of emperors from Caracalla to Severus Alexander, including those with images of women belonging to the ruling house. In numerous cases, however, it was not recorded which of the ladies called Julia was depicted on the coin. Most coins are issues of Caracalla and Severus Alexander. In the multiple burial Grave 2055 a coin of heliogabal was found. Ryc. 8. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. znaleziska monet rzymskich -okres od Maksymina Traka do Probusa (• w grobach jednopochówkowych kobiet lub dzieci; ○ w grobach jednopochówkowych mężczyzn; ▲ w grobach wielopochowkowych; ▼ w nasypie cmentarzyska).
Рис. 8. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Находки римских монет -период от максимина Трака до Пробуса (• в одиночных захоронениях женщин или детей; ○ в одиночных захорониях мужчин; ▲ в коллективных захоронениях; ▼ в могильной насыпи). (Fig. 8) In this period the number of finds of Roman coins in the territory of the necropolis decreases. Most specimens are coins minted during the rule of Maximinus and Gordian III, while those from the period of Philip Arab are much less numerous. With the exception of coins of Probus, issues of later rulers are represented in the municipal cemetery by single coins of each emperor. The same observation also applies to Bosporan issues.
The period from Maximinus Thrax to Probus
Single burial graves in this period are also grouped in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13 (Fig. 1 ). An exception is Grave 576 in the outer ward near Turret v, in which a coin of Maximinus was found. In this group of graves, apart from issues of Maximinus (Graves 272 and 345), Gordian III (Graves 193, 214, 251, 275 and 403) and Probus (Graves 107 and 194), there are also individual graves which are dated by issues of Philip the Arab (Grave 461), otacilia Severa (Grave 174), Philip II (Grave 537), decius (Grave 437), Gallienus (Grave 158), Claudius II (Grave 64) and Aurelian (Grave 354). In the periphery of this group there is Grave 33 with a coin of Ininthimeus, King of Bosporus. In multiple burial graves in the same part of the necropolis, single coins of Maximinus (Grave 402), Gordian III (Grave 451) and Claudius II (Grave 429) were found in the outer ward near Turret v. A majority of the remaining multiple burial graves is situated in the closer and the farther foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20, near the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay). In as many as eleven graves coins of Gordian III (Graves 451, 785, 1170 (Graves 451, 785, , 1665 (Graves 451, 785, , 2139 (Graves 451, 785, , 2265 (Graves 451, 785, , 2283 (Graves 451, 785, , 2286 (Graves 451, 785, , 2684 (Graves 451, 785, , 217/1910 (Graves 451, 785, , and 242/1910 Ryc. 9. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. znaleziska monet rzymskich z okresu tetrarchii (• w grobach jednopochówkowych; ▲ w grobach wielopochów-kowych; ▼ w nasypie cmentarzyska). Рис. 9. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Находки римских монет периода тетрархии (• в одиночных захоронениях; ▲ в коллективных захороне-ниях; ▼ в могильной насыпи).
(Grave 1149), Gordian III (Grave 2139) and Philip II (Grave 1465) were identified.
To sum up, one is to underline the quantitative domination of graves with finds of coins of the two earliest emperors, i.e., Maximinus Thrax and Gordian III. The lack of issues of Maximinus is also clearly notable in multiple burial graves on the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay), where at the same time the highest number of coins of Gordian III was discovered.
The Period of the First Tetrarchy -to Ad 305 (Fig. 9)
In comparison with the previous periods, the number of graves with identified finds of coins is very small. Among four coins in single burial graves, three were found in the foreground of Curtains 10-13 (Fig. 1) , including two Bosporan (Graves 28 and 243) and only one Roman coin (Grave 131). The fourth known single burial grave (184/72) was located at the foot of devičaâ gora ("virgin Mountain") from the side of the citadel and contained a Roman coin. In multiple burial graves only Roman coins were found. This concerns four graves near the citadel in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20 (Graves 1095 (Graves , 1638 (Graves , 1665 (Graves , 217/1910 and next four ones to the south of the cross-shaped suburban church (Graves 1416 (Graves , 1499 (Graves , 1568 (Graves , 1581 . The only isolated grave with a Roman coin from this period was situated in the foreground of Curtain 10 near Turret vIII (Grave 390). It also seems of importance that all three specimens of Roman coins from the Period of the First Tetrarchy which are known from non-grave contexts are issues of Maximian which were found in the direct vicinity of the citadel's fortifications.
Among identified monetary finds, both stray ones and those coming from graves of the Roman Period, Roman issues dominated. In graves with unidentified coins, as well as among unidentified stray finds, there were also numerous coins which were generally referred to as "Roman" or "colonial" ones. In order to verify the noticed and thoroughly analysed irregularity of distribution of graves with coins of given Roman issues, additional stages of the analysis of distribution of monetary finds were carried out (Figs. 10, 11 ). They demonstrate a dispersion of "Roman" and "colonial" (i.e., issued by towns in Roman provinces) coins in the territory of the necropolis. This analysis testified to the existence of three separate concentrations of graves and stray finds of Roman Period coins. The first concentration is situated in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13, the second one is in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) , while the third one is located to the south of the suburban cross-shaped church. The second concentration, i.e., the one situated in the vicinity of the citadel, is the largest one. This concentration gradually declines as one proceeds farther and farther away from the walls of the citadel, with single burial graves declining much closer to Curtain 20 than multiple burial graves.
Graves with elements of weaponry and military equipment
Graves with finds of shoe nails (Fig. 12) In seven graves in the territory of the necropolis small nails were found. These were identified by discoverers as coming from military shoes.
3 With one exception, these Ryc. 11. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. znaleziska monet określa-nych w publikacjach jako "kolonialne" (○ w grobach; • w nasypie cmentarzyska).
graves are single burial graves. In the case of Grave 1943 two burials are testified to. They are, however, situated on different levels and it is known that nails were found in the burial which was situated lower. one can therefore assume that also in this case we have to do with a single burial grave, into which a secondary cut was made. The burial in the cut should generally be considered a separate single burial grave. Among discussed graves there were six pit graves and one box grave, made of roofing tiles. All these graves contained skeleton burials. Grave 22/1909 is dated by a coin of Antoninus Pius. In Graves 15/1909 Graves 15/ , 9/1937 Graves 15/ , 27/1984 Graves 15/ and 2386 , the dating to the Roman Period is done based on other grave furnishings, including first of all pottery. Graves 1924 and 2710 did not contain finds which could be used as time--markers. Graves 1943 and 1944 raise the greatest doubts. The first one con-tained a small hellenistic (?) plate and a Chersonesos (?) coin, which was in all probability also minted in the hellenistic Period. In the other grave, apart from a similar plate, there was a box (grave lining) made of stamped Chersonesos roofing tiles. Building ceramics were also manufactured in the town in the hellenistic Period. Concerning the box construction made of ceramic plates, it cannot be completely ruled out that it is a secondary burial in a hellenistic grave, or earlier roofing tiles were used for the construction of the Roman Period grave. A similar situation may have also occurred in the first of the two aforementioned debatable cases. Regrettably, the laconic description of the graves does not enable us to dissolve doubts concerning their chronology.
The number of iron nails found in individual graves varies. In Grave 1924 there were 69 items, in Grave 2368 -48, in Grave 9/1937 -30, in Grave 1944 Ryc. 12. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie grobów ze znaleziskami elementów uzbrojenia i oporządzenia wojskowego (• żelazne gwoździe od sandałów w grobach okresu rzymskiego; ○ w grobach o niepewnym datowaniu; ▲ miecze; ▼ łuski oraz inne fragmenty pancerzy).
Рис. 12. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Размещение погребенийis no data concerning the number of nails. The graves belonging to this category constitute a compact group near the citadel, in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) . Grave 27/1984, situated to the west of the town on the slope of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine) is an exception. (Fig. 12) Iron blades, different than "knife blades, " which frequently appear in research reports, were found in four graves only (351, 888, 2/1909, 1/1910) . Grave 888 is a multiple burial chamber tomb, which was carved in the rock. The remaining ones are single burial pit graves with inhumation burials. In Grave 888, i.a., an impression of a 3 rd c. Ad coin was found. It was made in gold foil (KoSCûšKo--vALûžINIč 1900: 116-118) . In Grave 1/1910 Chersonesos coins from the period between the mid-2 nd to the mid-3 rd c.
Graves with finds of swords
were discovered. Grave 2/1909 contained a lamp and a pitcher -typical furnishings of Roman Period burials. The only element of furnishings from Grave 351 was an iron blade, which was referred to by the discoverer as a "curved sabre." In Grave 888, apart from a sword, a knife was found, while "two kinjals" were discovered in Grave 1/1910. Regrettably, we do not know whether long knives or rather two short swords were meant. With the exception of Grave 351, which was situated in the foreground of Turret vII and Curtain 10, the remaining three graves were in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20 (Fig. 1) . This matches the range of occurrence of graves with finds of shoe nails.
The grave with remains of a scale armour (Fig. 12) In the multiple burial shaft-niche grave (2286) 11 scales with two drilled holes were found. Three scales were ThE RoMAN ARMy IN TAURIC ChERSoNESoS. CITy ANd BURIAL AREAS 75 Fig. 13 . Chersonesos Taurica. Municipal cemeteries. distribution of finds of intentionally deformed human crania (• in single burials; ▲ in multiple burials; ▼ in the cemetery dump).
Ryc. 13. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie znalezisk celowo zdeformowanych czaszek ludzkich (• w grobach jednopochówkowych; ▲ w grobach wielopochówkowych; ▼ w nasypie cmentarzyska).
Рис. 13. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Размещение находок преднамеренно деформированных человеческих черепов (• в одиночных захо-ронениях; ▲ в коллективных захоронениях; ▼ в могильной насыпи).
shell-shaped, while the remaining ones were semicircular. other elements of furnishings included: coins of Geta and Licinius, a gold foil with an impression of a coin of Gordian III, two amber beads and 5 buckles, defined as "Gothic type buckles" (KoSCûšKo-vALûžINIč, SKUBETov 1911: 54-55) . Grave 2286 was situated on the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay), but farther from the citadel than all the graves with finds of sandal nails and of swords.
In this place it is worth mentioning that the author of the present paper undertook a separate analysis of the distribution of onion-head fibulae (Zwiebelknopffibeln) in the necropolis of Chersonesos. The discussion on this subject has already been published (ChoWANIEC, KARASIEWICz--SzCzyPIoRSKI 2003) . Finds of these peculiar fibulae may be one of proofs for the presence of persons related to the Roman army in Crimea. The collection of onion-head fibulae from the necropolis comes from a later period than the categories of finds which are dealt with in this publication. It is, however, worth underlining the coincidence of places of occurrence of onion-head fibulae and other determined categories of finds in the territory of the necropolis of Chersonesos.
Graves with finds of intentionally deformed crania (Fig. 13) According to zubar' , the number of graves with deformed crania was 44. The number of finds of crania with intentionally deformed shapes was even more numerous and totalled up to 87 (zUBAR' 1982: 45) . The earliest cases of this type of burials in the territory of Chersonesos probably come from as early as the 2 nd half of the 2 nd c. The majority of them, however, is dated to the 3 rd -4 th c. (zUBAR' 1982: 45; 1987: 85) .
A verification of published data, carried out by the author of the present analysis, demonstrated 44 graves containing not less than 82 crania and 5 crania were found in the territory of the necropolis in non-grave contexts. Based on the verification, there are 22 pit graves, 2 shaft-niche graves, 2 box graves, including one made of roofing tiles and 18 chamber graves carved in the rock. There were 22 single burial graves, with almost all of them being pit graves (21) and one box grave made of roofing tiles (Grave 5). The remaining ones were multiple burial graves, including all chamber graves, both carved in the rock and niche ones; furthermore, there was one box grave (390) and one pit grave (1960) . More than one cranium with traces of intentional deformation were found in nine graves: two in Graves 48/ 1910 and s3/1937 each, three in Graves 23, 343 and 20/ 1910 each, six in Grave 1595 and twenty six in Grave 3/ 1910. An undefined number of intentionally deformed crania were found in Graves 1960 and 75/1986 . The issue of dating of single burial graves and burials in multiple burial graves which belong to the discussed category provokes many doubts. There were no grave goods in 11 single burial graves, one grave contained a coin (unidentified), and one grave with no furnishings had a box made of roofing tiles of the hellenistic Period. In the last case there are no direct arguments which would speak for an interpretation of the burial as secondary and done in the Roman Period. Concerning single burial graves which contained furnishings, in two graves (104 and 427) earrings with garnets were found. They probably come from the Migration Period. In the multiple burial Grave 620 a buckle with a cross motif was deposited near the skeleton with a deformed cranium. In Grave 75/1986 there was i.a. a fibula dated to the 5 th -7 th c. (FARBEJ 1998: 124) . In other multiple burial graves, apart from deformed crania, i.a. coins were found, whose chronology reaches beyond the 4 th c. (in Grave 343 -coins of Arcadius and Theodosius the Great, in Grave 797 -of Leo I, in Grave 900 -of Theodosius the Great, in Grave 25/1984 -a coin of Theodosius the Great and a coin identified as "Roman, of the 4 th -5 th c."). A "late Roman" coin was found in Grave 48/1910. The mentioned elements of grave furnishings raise doubts whether burials containing deformed crania actually came from the 4 th c. at the latest. At the same time there are no grounds to date the earliest burials belonging to the mentioned group to a period earlier than the proposed mid-2 nd c.
Graves with finds of intentionally deformed crania are not distributed evenly in the necropolis. Single burial graves of this group clearly dominate in two concentrations. The first one is located in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13, while the other one is situated near the citadel in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20. Multiple burial graves with deformed crania are distributed outside the latter concentration. Such graves also occur on the slopes of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine) to the west of the town. one grave was discovered to the south of the suburban cross-shaped church (Grave 1595).
In the case of single burial graves an attempt at determining the sex of the dead was undertaken, based on accompanying grave goods. Graves 104, 126, 427, 480 and 485 were considered as in all probability containing women's burials. Elements of furnishings which were taken into consideration included: earrings (Graves 104, 427 and 485), strings of beads (Graves 126 and 480) and bracelets (Grave 427). Concerning Grave 2588, the author of the publication defined the buried person as a child (REPNIKov 1927: 159) . This person was equipped with one bronze bracelet. The remaining burials either do not have any grave goods at all, or these goods are not characteristic (Grave 2618 -a clay vessel, Grave 5/1937 -a Chersonesos coin of the period of eleutheria).
All graves which may have contained remains of women are situated in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13. Graves with no furnishings dominate near the citadel.
According to opinio communis, crania which underwent artificial deformation are related to representatives of Sarmatian or Alanian tribes (zUBAR' 1987: 98) .
horse burials and separate finds of elements of horse-harness (Fig. 14) Published data from the examinations of the necropolis inform us about 10 horse burials. When this issue was first discussed in 1987 by zubar' , he identified 8 burials only. A majority of them was supposed to come "from the first centuries of our era" (zUBAR ' 1987: 98) .
Among the mentioned number of graves with remains of horses, two are situated on the slopes of Pesočnaâ Balka (Sandy Ravine) to the west of the town, in the foreground of Curtain 5 (Graves 124/1909 and 141/1910) . A single burial was found in the foreground of Curtain 10 near Turret vIII (Grave 404). Seven remaining ones were distributed in the foreground of Curtain 20 (Graves 645, 646, 664, 665, 1181 , 1650 and 1889 . All were discovered at the distance of up to ca. 100 m from the walls of the citadel in the necropolis belt along the shore of the Karantinnaâ Buhta (quarantine Bay).
out of ten analysed cases, it was possible to determine in two of them that a horse accompanied a human. Such a situation occurs in Graves 141/1910 (a horse) and 140/1910 (a human), which no doubt make up one double burial. on the other hand, mixed human and horse bones were found in Grave 1181.
In Grave 124/1909 and 141/1910 , as well as in the neighbouring human burial (Grave 140/1910) , no grave furnishings were found. only remains of iron parts of harness were found with horses buried in Graves 645, 646, 664 and 665. however, the lack of figures in publications renders their detailed identification and dating impossible. The case of Grave 1889 is analogous, as it is only in the description of the grave that two bronze rings are mentioned. They may have belonged to horse-harness buckles. A small lamp was found in Grave 1181, which enables us to assume Ryc. 14. Chersonez Taurydzki. Cmentarzysko miejskie. Rozmieszczenie grobów ze znaleziskami elementów uprzęży i pochówków koni (• znaleziska uprzęży w grobach; ▲ znaleziska elementów uprzęży w nasypie cmentarzyska; ▼ pochówki końskie).
Рис. 14. Херсонес Таврический. Городской некрополь. Размещение погребений с находками элементов упряжи и захоронений коней (• находки упряжи в по-гребениях; ▲ находки элементов упряжи в насыпи могил; ▼ конские захоро-нения).
with some probability that the horse was buried in the Roman Period. We know slightly more on the furnishings from Grave 1650. Apart from two bits and other metal elements of horse-harness, three large beads of chalcedony were found. The presence of artefacts made of this material may imply a Roman Period burial. Grave 404 contained a bronze bit only (KoSCûšKo-vALûžINIč 1895: 70, fig. 40 ). This list makes it evident that even such a general dating as "the first centuries of our era, " as proposed by zubar' , may be applied to not more than three horse burials (Graves 1181, 1650, and 404) . however, also in their case it seems safer to apply a broader chronological framework and rather relate them to the entire Roman Period.
Apart from horse burials, zubar' also identifies four graves (Graves 696, 1000, 1416 and 1447) where elements of horse-harness were found (zUBAR' 1987: 93) .
This list should be completed with a find of bronze elements of harness in the cemetery dumps, near Curtain 20 ( Fig. 1) . This entire group of finds was identified based on descriptions without illustrations, which does not allow for a verification of identification carried out by K.K. Koscûško-valûžinič. In Grave 1000, it concerns two iron buckles. Their identification as part of horse-harness is only tentatively proposed by Koscûško-valûžinič (1900: 130) . The presence of these finds in the grave which did not contain a horse burial raises justified doubts and these artefacts may have rather been massive buckles which originally belonged to dress or equipment of a human. In 1982 zubar' mentioned buckles from the entire necropolis, which were 332 in total and came from 182 graves. however, he identified neither a group of massive buckles, which are mentioned by other authors (first of all by Koscûško-valûžinič), nor much less a separate group which was to be remains of horse-harness (zUBAR' 1982: 104-105) . In the description of the next graves (Graves 696 and 1416), Koscûško--valûžinič also questions the identification of single bronze rings as parts of horse-harness. on the other hand, he mentions two bronze fragments of a bit as furnishings of the former burial. only when dealing with Grave 1447, this researcher identifies two iron buckles as parts of horse--harness without any doubt, and he mentions a find of a belt buckle separately (KoSCûšKo-vALûžINIč 1904: 28) . In the light of these data an identification of items found in Graves 1416 and 1447 as parts of horse-harness is to be considered more probable. A correct identification of other finds may possibly be supported by the fact that they were found in the zone of the highest concentration of horse burials, i.e., in the foreground of Curtain 20.
The chronology of discussed finds is a separate issue. Grave 1000 does not contain other finds. on the other hand, Grave 696 contained an unidentified bronze fibula, two small lamps and two small pitchers. Such an assemblage allows to date the burial to the Roman Period. Two remaining graves contained identified coins: Grave 1416 -36 bronze coins from Constantine the Great to Arcadius, and Grave 1447 -2 coins of Constantine the Great. Based on this one can propose the dating of the majority of horse--harness finds from grave contexts to the 4 th c.
zubar' maintains that the majority of horse burials is to be dated to the first centuries Ad; however, he does not explain on what grounds he assumes this. The Kievan researcher relates the cases of horse burials in the necropolis of Chersonesos to people of nomadic traditions, but he does not mention any name of known contemporary tribes (zUBAR' 1987: 93) . distribution of small finds from sepulchral contexts.
General conclusions
The above analysis of selected categories of finds took these into consideration which have not been paid enough attention in hitherto publications. These are assemblages consisting of a few or a dozen or so elements at the most. In the scale of the entire cemetery, where about 3500 graves were investigated by excavation, these finds are marginal phenomena. In order to analyse them, a method of mapping was applied and the find place of each item was plotted on the plan. This enabled us to identify the convergence of areas where several discussed phenomena appeared. This method was effective due to the selection of several categories of finds which stand out against a rather homogeneous background of the vast majority of examined graves. due to a very similar construction and furnishings, these remaining graves can be considered as belonging to a local sepulchral tradition.
A separate assessment of the range of occurrence of each rare find would enable us to draw very limited conclusions only. however, their comparison demonstrated that in two distant parts of the necropolis there were concentrations of burials with their furnishing which are atypical for the area in question as a whole. one zone of occurrence of such burials is situated to the south-west from the town, in the foreground of Turret vIII and Curtains 10-13 (Fig. 1) . The closer to Turret vIII, there are more artefacts belonging to each category. The other, broader range of a number of discussed burials is situated to the south-east from the town in the foreground of Turret XvII and Curtain 20. In this area the discussed phenomena intensify as one approaches the fortifications.
A co-occurrence of Roman coins, elements of weaponry, tombstones (including military ones) with Latin inscriptions, sarcophagi and graves with intentionally deformed crania, as well as horse burials are basic traits of both distinguished parts of the necropolis. however, there are also differences between these parts. It is only in the area close to the citadel that finds of nails concentrate. These nails in all probability come from Roman military shoes. It was also in this area that the majority of horse burials was discovered. Among single burial graves there is a dominance of men's graves and graves which are unidentified due to the lack of furnishings. In the neighbourhood of Turret vIII, based on RAdoSłAW KARASIEWICz-SzCzyPIoRSKI grave goods we can assume that more women and children were buried in single burial graves.
A co-occurrence of a number of atypical finds enables to suppose that in the mentioned parts of the necropolis there were burials of persons which stood out from the local Greek society due to their culture. Roman soldiers and accompanying civilians were such a group in the Roman Period. The location of their graves near the citadel, which is long known as the place of deployment of the Romans in Chersonesos, seems to be perfectly comprehensible. The case of the other group of burials near Turret vIII is slightly different. The main gate of the town is thought to have been located there and it may have been accompanied by other features related to the deployment of the Romans. K.K. Koscûško-valûžinič (1895: 57-58) supposed an existence of a sort of small citadel there. As the adjacent part of the town was destroyed during the construction of fortifications in the 2 nd half of the 19 th c., it is impossible to verify this assumption. An indirect opportunity of verification is provided by the location of a group of burials in the vicinity (outside the walls of the town). Traits of these burials are very similar to those found in the neighbourhood of the citadel. It must be underlined that a number of tombstones of Roman soldiers were also found near Turret vIII.
In the light of these observations it seems probable that the Roman garrison in Chersonesos consisted of two parts and one of these stationed near the south-western part of the town walls. on the other hand, based on gathered data it is impossible to define whether a town quarter inhabited mainly by families of soldiers existed and if so, where it was located. In my opinion nothing suggests that, as some scholars assume, it was located in the "harbour quarter" which neighboured the citadel (zUBAR ' 1994: 90-99; 2001: 47-50) . This hypothesis was at some point critically assessed by T. Sarnowski (SARNoWSKI, SAvELJA 2000b: 198-200) .
Remarks on the chronology of the Roman military presence in Chersonesos based on the analysis of sepulchral contexts
The analysis of distribution of finds of Roman coins from the territory of the necropolis seems to reveal some additional information. Issues of some rulers are grouped in the two aforementioned parts of the necropolis. other issues are scattered in the entire territory of the necropolis or are found sporadically only. Therefore, it seems justified to assume that in case of a more or less even distribution in the scale of the entire necropolis we only receive an image of frequency of occurrence of given coins in the local monetary circulation. The image is different in the case of a strong intensification of occurrence of a given issue within one or two observed zones of difference. This occurs for the first time in the case of issues of Antoninus Pius.
Finds of such coins concentrate in the vicinity of the citadel (Fig. 6) . The concentration of coins of Marcus Aurelius near Turret vIII is slightly less numerous (Fig. 6) .
In the first of the mentioned cases it is remarkable that the coins date the horizon of pit graves with poor furnishings. Graves of this type are remarkable for the entire Roman Period, but they mainly occur in the foreground of Curtains 10-13. Near the citadel, in a close extent dated by Roman coins, they occur only once.
Roman coins of the Severan Period are first of all issues of Caracalla and Severus Alexander (Fig. 7) . They dominate in pit burials in the area of Turret vIII; on the other hand, there is a complete lack of one-time burials of this type in the neighbourhood of the citadel. In the latter area, issues of Geta appear alongside with coins of Caracalla. Both kinds of coins belong to furnishing of multiple burial graves. The last clear accent among Roman issues in both zones are coins of Maximinus Thrax and Gordian III, but with a clear preponderance of the latter (Fig. 8) .
The above observations resulting from the distribution of monetary finds in the territory of the necropolis are perhaps not without significance for the chronology of stationing of the Roman garrison in Chersonesos. data from the areas of occurrence of burials with Roman traits allow to assume the appearance of the Romans in the citadel during the rule of Antoninus Pius (the analysis which was carried out above does not allow to draw conclusions on the presence of Roman troops during the rule of Trajan and earlier). There must have been some changes in the garrison during the rule of Marcus Aurelius or shortly after his death. Most probably, the Roman army stationed at that time also near Turret vIII, as it would be suggested by the concentration of coins of this ruler. The next period when we have to do with the Roman military presence is the time of inflow of coins of Caracalla and Severus Alexander. An essential change is a putative shift of the centre of gravity of the garrison near Turret vIII. This is testified to by the occurrence (in this area only) of relatively poor pit graves with finds of Roman coins. These may have been military burials. In the western part of the town we also find roofing tiles stamped with stamps of the 11 th Claudian Legion, which was present in Chersonesos during the Severan Period (GRINEvIč 1959: 95; KUTAJSov 1986 ). Another image is produced by the distribution of tombstones of soldiers. Within the borders of both zones both tombstones of the 1 st Italic Legion, the 11 th Claudian Legion, as well as various auxiliary units and the Fleet of Moesia were found. Anyway, it seems that both at the end of the rule of the Antoninian dynasty and in the Severan Period we have to do with a two-part structure of the garrison in Chersonesos.
It cannot be excluded that there was an interval in the Roman military presence in Taurida at the end of the rule of Severus Alexander. Coins of this ruler are less numerous in the necropolis than the issues of Caracalla. Such an assumption could also be confirmed by stratigraphic ThE RoMAN ARMy IN TAURIC ChERSoNESoS. CITy ANd BURIAL AREAS observations from the citadel. The level of destruction which was observed there contained coins of Severus Alexander as the latest ones (KARASIEWICz-SzCzyPIoRSKI 2001: 65) . It is worth underlining that a hoard of coins found in the ruins of internal buildings of the Roman fort in Balaklava also closes with issues of the last representatives of the Severan dynasty (FILIPPENKo, ALEKSEENKo 2000) . Results of excavations carried out in this area point out that after the destruction which is dated by this hoard, both the building which is thought to have been barracks and the nearby temple of Jupiter dolichenus remain abandoned.
If the aforementioned interval in the stationing of the Roman troops actually took place, the reintroduction of the garrison (at least in Chersonesos) is implied by finds of coins of Maximinus Thrax and Gordian III in the discussed zones of the necropolis. An evident preponderance of issues of the latter emperor seems to suggest that the return of the Roman troops took place in the period of his rule. The last noticeable concentration of identified Roman coins in the territory of the necropolis is related to the period of rule of Philip the Arab and his son. A decrease in the number of finds of Roman coins issued by the next rulers allows to suppose that perhaps at the end of the period of rule of both Philips the maintenance of the garrison was abandoned or its numbers were seriously limited. These observations seem to be confirmed by finds of coins from other places related to the presence of the Roman troops in Crimea. In Cape Ay-Todor (in the territory of the fort) the latest Roman coin is a bronze coin of Gordian III (RoSTovCEv 1900; RoSToWzEW 1902) . At the site of Chatyrdag near Alushta, in the place where the Romans may have undertaken an attempt at erecting fortifications, an Antoninian of Philip the Arab was discovered (KARASIEWICz-SzCzyPIoRSKI 2011: 186) .
To sum up this discussion, it must be underlined that the occurrence of a few atypical categories of finds almost exclusively in two limited zones of the necropolis of Chersonesos does not seem to be incidental. It is very probable that the discussed groups of small finds point to (in an indirect manner) places of stationing of Roman soldiers and of inhabitation of Roman civilians in Chersonesos. A relation of one of the discussed concentrations to the Citadel seems to be evident. In this case, it should be taken into consideration that the similar zone near the south-western part of the defensive walls may have also neighboured an urban area which was occupied by the Romans. Perhaps part of the garrison stationed behind the nearby defensive wall and garrison-related civilians lived there.
The argument based on few groups of exceptional finds may seem too feeble. however, it is worth underlining that it is much more solid than recent attempts at pointing out new places of stationing of the Romans in Crimea. Proposals which are solely based on a find of nails of putative military sandals or building material ascribed to the Romans, such as abandoned blocks of worked stone, are to be assessed as much more risky (doRošKo 2010: 42; KARASIEWICz-SzCzyPIoRSKI 2011: 183-187 
